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My amendment simply extends whis-
tleblower protections that are created
under the bill to Federal employees
who disclose information about travel,
including improper use of aircraft.

Not only would this make clear to
agencies that any violation of laws,
rules, or regulations concerning travel
or government aircraft is unaccept-
able, it will also ensure those who
come forward to expose any wrong-
doing will have appropriate protection
from retaliation.

Regardless of party, those who serve
the American public must be held to
the highest ethical standards. Our abil-
ity to hold government officials ac-
countable to taxpayers is a hallmark of
our democracy, and we must work to
uphold that principle. The resources in-
vested to agencies to fulfill their mis-
sions of serving Americans should not
be abused or frivolously flaunted for
personal gain or convenience.

This is not about Republicans or
Democrats. We must come together to
stand up for accountability and trans-
parency. The moment we begin treat-
ing disregard for the rules by our elect-
ed and appointed officials as partisan
politics, we risk ceding the very values
that make our democracy great and
unique in the world.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
join me in supporting my commonsense
amendment on behalf of American tax-
payers, and I yield back the balance of
my time.

Mr. BLUM. Mr. Speaker, I claim the
time in opposition to the motion to re-
commit.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Iowa is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. BLUM. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I oppose the motion to
recommit.

This bill addresses critical flaws in
how the Federal Government addresses
whistleblower retaliation.

The consequences for whistleblower
retaliation are very real. There is a
chilling effect of whistleblower reports
or unjust termination. In some cases,
like that of Dr. Kirkpatrick in the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs, the con-
sequences are literally life and death.

We have the opportunity to send this
bill to the President for a signature
today and fix this now. Why wait? And
at what cost to Federal employees, vet-
erans, and taxpayers?

I support the gentleman from Mary-
land’s effort to pass this provision
which I previously cosponsored myself,
but let’s not let one good bill get in the
way of another.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
oppose the motion to recommit and
support the underlying bill, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the previous question is or-
dered on the motion to recommit.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion to recommit.
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The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the noes appeared to have it.

Mr. O'HALLERAN. Mr. Speaker, on
that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned.

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess for a pe-
riod of less than 15 minutes.

Accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 48 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess.
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The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky) at 1
o’clock and 55 minutes p.m.

———

MOTION TO INSTRUCT CONFEREES
ON H.R. 2810, NATIONAL DEFENSE
AUTHORIZATION ACT FOR FIS-
CAL YEAR 2018

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Speaker, 1
ask unanimous consent to take from
the Speaker’s table the bill (H.R. 2810)
to authorize appropriations for fiscal
yvear 2018 for military activities of the
Department of Defense, for military
construction, and for defense activities
of the Department of Energy, to pre-
scribe military personnel strengths for
such fiscal year, and for other pur-
poses, with the Senate amendment
thereto, disagree to the Senate amend-
ment, and request a conference with
the Senate thereon.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I have
a motion to instruct conferees at the
desk.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
Clerk will report the motion.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. Langevin moves that the managers on
the part of the House at the conference on
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on
the Senate amendment to the bill H.R. 2810
be instructed as follows:

(1) To disagree with subsection (c) of sec-
tion 336 of the Senate amendment.

(2) To recede from section 1064 of the House
bill.

(3) To disagree with section 1087 of the Sen-
ate amendment.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 7 of rule XXII, the gen-
tleman from Rhode Island (Mr. LAN-
GEVIN) and the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. THORNBERRY) each will control 30
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Rhode Island.

The
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Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, the Army has a surplus
of pistols. The M-1911 A-1, a .45-caliber
pistol—the Armed Forces standard
issue sidearm for more than 50 years—
was replaced in the 1980s by a newer
model.

Since then the Army has accumu-
lated stores of surplus M-1911 pistols
which are housed at taxpayer expense
in Alabama.

There is no national security reason
to keep these pistols. The Army
stopped issuing them 30 years ago, yet
the Army has been prevented from dis-
posing of them due to parochial inter-
ests tied to the Civilian Marksmanship
Program, or CMP.

The CMP’s proponents basically want
to transfer the pistols to a private cor-
poration so that it can sell them. Do
we want this to happen? We have the
opportunity in this year’s NDAA to
stop this transfer of tens of thousands
of M-1911 A-1 pistols which constitutes
a multimillion-dollar government give-
away.

It is also important to note that this
would make our streets more dan-
gerous at a time when gun violence is
all too common.

The CMP was established in 1903—
just to put this in historical context—
following the Spanish-American War
when American militiamen dem-
onstrated distressingly poor marks-
manship. At that time, our Nation
needed a better trained and organized
militia, and the CMP helped the gov-
ernment build a broader base of able
citizen-soldiers.

Now, the program was an important
component of our national defense
back then. But today, Mr. Speaker,
over a century later, we have a profes-
sional military and many rifle clubs,
and the CMP is, quite frankly, no
longer needed. Congress clearly under-
stood this when it privatized the CMP
in 1996.

Now, as an initial capital investment
at a time when earmarks were still
common, Congress provided the newly
chartered corporation with a stock of
rifles, ammunition, and other spare
parts. The CMP could sell the surplus
equipment—mostly M1 Garand rifles—
in order to fund its activities until it
became self-sufficient.
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However, it was never Congress’ in-
tent to equip the CMP with handguns,
or it would have provided the corpora-
tion with surplus M-1911-A1 .45-caliber
pistols at that time.

Now, more than two decades later,
the CMP is running out of rifles to sell.
The reality is that it is in dire finan-
cial straits as, more than 20 years
later, the program is still reliant on
rifle sales to support its activities.

So, Mr. Speaker, it is clearly not the
taxpayers’ responsibility to bail out
the CMP. To do so would be an unprec-
edented government handout at a time
when earmarks have been banned for
years.
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